Morals

world are necessarily involved in a third and more compli-
cated morality, which we may designate as social. Social
Morality is independent alike of individual and of mutual
morality, which remain the same whether the individual
be living as a Crusoe, as one of a family, or as the unit of
a crowd. His own well-being of body and mind and
that of those personally associated with him are as much
matter for pursuit by him under the one condition as under
the other, so long as what is good for him does not prove
to be bad for the crowd. When that happens a conflict
is set up and interesting problems arise for solution.

Social morality bears to crowds the same relation that
individual morality bears to individuals, but with this
practical difference, that, whereas the unit imposes
his own individual morals upon himself, the crowd im-
poses social morals upon the unit, and in so doing regards
not his well-being but its own. The crowd being, as by
hypothesis we are regarding it, a kind of beast, not hu-
man, but built up of human units, as living tissue is built
up of cells, and the crowd having a life of its own, in some
ways superior, in others inferior, to the life of its com-
ponent individuals, possesses a corresponding number of
interests of its own, altogether different from and inde-
pendent of the interests of those individuals. These are
the interests involved in the preservation, growth, higher
development, and healthy persistence of the said social
organism or particular crowd for the time being under
consideration, whether it be national, municipal, religious,
or of any other sort.

The national crowd or great public is the important
morality-making power, to which all minor crowds are,
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